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Thas reportis an effort to deterrane junsdictional waters of the United States {Le.,
“waters of Unitted States™ subject to the jursdiction of the Clean Water Act) within i?iei arge
511 {i”z aren of the UB 95 Tham Creek Road to Moscow project, This study ares exiends
mﬂf "”f}‘m T%mm { w% Boad 1o Mascow (south to northy and from Paradise Ridee to
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b Page 1, Section 2.1 - The description of “waters of the UL 8.7 should be clarified by
either inchding in the text of the report the entive section of 33 CFR 32R.3(a), including
only the reference to the section, or summarizing the section as including interstate waters
and thewr tributaries, intrastate waters with forgign or interstale commerce connections
and their ributaries, and wetlands adiscent 1o other waters of the UL 5.

Whih? E;%w fii’i’;’“ § °"“'guidum;*« state L’{mi waters of the 1L 8. do not include g@rwr copveried
2 POC deterrmnation 1s made primarily for
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proximity to the other water of the UL 8, While the surface w ‘;m glevation of a wetland
as it relates fo other waters can be one tool in helping to determine adjscency, s not a
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3. Although not specifically related to determining Clean Water Aot junsdiction,
mformation ou the wetland plant cormmunitios within the project area would be very
helpful inevaluating these ?moi ogical resources and in assessing impacts, The substantial
work effort in documenting vepetation for the wetland determination data forms vould be
used to develop basic information about the wetland plant communities. The data could
be synthesized bused on National Wetland Inventory classification, including domimance
types. Approximations of the extent of these varions wetland plant communities should
be made as well.

4. An assessment of wetland finetions and values would alse add to the value of this
report and the ability to assess tmpacts. Depending on the diversity and extent of
wetland, such an assessment could be based simply on bast §3m§»,,s;5i@ﬁa§ judgment or
could require the use of a more guantitative methodology.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these comments. Please contact me at 208-378-
3756 or plsonjohnilepa.gov i vou should have any questions or would like to discuss ’fE 858
comments further,
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